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Mr. McCarran, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted 
the following 


EPORT 


[To accompany H. R. 794] 

The Committee on the Judiciary, to which was referred the bill 
(H. R. 794) for the relief of Arthur E. Hackett, having considered 
the same, reports favorably thereon, without amendment, and recom- 
mends that the bill do pass. 


PURPOSE 


The purpose of the proposed legislation is to waive sections 15 to 
20, inclusive, of the act entitled “An act to provide compensation for 
employees of the United States suffering injuries while in the per- 
formance of their duties, and for other purposes,” approved September 
7, 1916, as amended (5 U.S. C. 765-769) in favor of Arthur E. Hackett 
for compensation for disability caused by an injury allegedly sustained 
by him on September 30, 1931, while an employee of the United 
States Indian Service on the Pine Ridge Reservation, S. Dak. 


STATEMENT 


Arthur E. Hackett, the claimant, alleges that on September 30, 
1931, while an employee of the United States Indian Service, he 
sustained an inflammation of the bladder which led to more serious 
injury as a result of exposure to cold and wet connec ‘ted Pie fighting 
a fire at No. 22m Day School, Pine Ridge Reservation, S. Dak. Mr. 
Hackett was treated by a Dr. Mitchell within 48 hours ae the fire 
and the doctor was said to have informed him that his injury was due 
to overwork and exposure brought on by working to put out the fire. 

According to the report of the Bureau of E mployees’ Compensation, 
notice of injury was filed by Mr. Hackett with the Pine Ridge Agency 
of the United States Indian Service on December 19, 1933, notice of 
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injury being dated November 20, 1933. Sections 15-20 of the 
Federal Employees’ Compensation Act requires that a written notice 
of injury must be filed within 1 year of the date of 1 injury. 

For some unknown reason, the Bureau a mployees’ Compensation 
did not receive notice of the injury until January 17, 1949, and on 
June 10, 1949, notified the claimant that the Bureau was without 
authority to consider the merits of this case, because the injury notice 
was not filed within the 1-year period following the date of the injury. 
The claimart excuses his failure to file an injury report because he 
did not know that the injury was going to be permanent. 

There appears to be little doubt that there was some negligence 
along the line in not forwarding to the Bureau a notice of injury until 
January 17, 1949. The committee is of the opinion that in order that 
no injustice may be done to this claimant by reason of any Govern- 
ment negligence, favorable consideration should be accorded H. R. 
794 

The Department of Labor report together with other pertinent 
information is contained in House Report 193, Eighty-second Con- 
gress, first session, which is herein included by reference. 
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